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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/22/2009 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -20 and 32-36 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claims 1-13, 16-20, 32-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Edwin (2002/0095205) in view of Wolff (5,104,404) and Ventura 
(2004/0044399). 

4. Edwin et al teaches the combination of a stent comprising a tubular framework 
having an outer surface and an inner surface and a plurality of interconnected struts, an 
outer covering of PTFE and an inner covering of PTFE, the outer covering extending 
along at least a portion of the outer surface of the expandable framework, the inner 
covering extending along at least a portion of the inner surface of the expandable 
framework, at least a portion of the inner and outer coverings being contiguous, the 
combination further comprising at least one radiopaque marker between the coverings. 
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See illustrations of figures 3-5 and corresponding supporting portions of the 
specification. 

5. Additionally, Edwin teaches the use of several radiopaque marker types (para. 
23) and that "any number of radiopaque rings or other locating markers can be included 
in any arrangement that aids the physician in the deployment process as well as post- 
operative procedures" (para 24). 

6. However, Edwin does not specifically teach a stent structure with axially aligned 
oppositely pointing apices connected with a connector strut. 

7. Wolff discloses a stent structure with radiopaque connector struts 14 that connect 
adjacent oppositely pointing apices (fig. 1-3 and related descriptions). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize the radiopaque markers and 
PTFE coverings of Edwin with the stent as taught by Wolff, since such a modification 
would have been a combination of prior art elements. This modification would have 
occurred using known methods, and would have yielded predictable results. 

8. Edwin teaches radiopaque marker placement in any arrangement to aid in the 
deployment process. However, Edwin does not specifically teach the radiopaque 
marker being located on a connector strut. Ventura teaches radiopaque marker 
placement specifically on a connector strut (fig. 4B-C, for example). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the combination of Edwin 
and Wolff with radiopaque markers specifically placed on the connector strut as taught 
by Ventura for the purpose of adequately marking the surface of the stent for aiding the 
physician in the deployment process and in post-operative procedures. 
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9. With respect to claims 5-6 and 8, crimping is considered an obvious means of 
attaching a radiopaque marker, such as those suggested by Edwin para. 23, to a stent 
body. This attachment means would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
as a suitable means of adding radiopaque markers to a stent body. 

1 0. Regarding claims 2,3,4, 7, 1 0-1 3,20,32-36, see figures 3-5 and specification, 
paragraphs [0021-0027] of Edwin, et al. Claims 16-19 see para 7 and 34 of Ventura. 

11. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Edwin et al (20020095205) in view of Wolff (5,104,404) and Ventura 
(2004/0044399) as applied above, further in view of Nolting et al (6488701). 

12. The use of stents for correcting cerebral vasculature is taught by Nolting, et al. If 
not inherent in Edwin (The stent of Edwin is capable of being placed into a cranial 
vessel of any animal including rabbits, primates and elephants) to employ a stent to 
correct aneurysm would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art based on 
medical considerations. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SUBA GANESAN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3243. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Isabella can be reached on 571-272-4749. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/William H. Matthews/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3774 

IS. G.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3774 



